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Commissioner for Patents 

The timely submission filed on 22 July 2005 is not fully responsive to the prior Office action because proposed claim amendments 
create three new species without electing which species will be examined [MPEP 818.02(b)]. 

Species H, claims 18 and 33, drawn to common electrode portions that do not continue entirely across a pixel region that are parallel 
to the gate line. 

Species I, claims 19 and 34, drawn to common electrode portions that do not continue entirely across a pixel region that are parallel to 
the data line. 

Species J, claim 20, drawn to common electrode portions may continue entirely across a pixel region that are parallel to the data line, 
and herein the plurality of auxiliary electrodes cross the plurality of common electrodes and plurality of pixel electrodes. 

Applicant is required undff 35 U.S.C, 121 to elect a single disclosed species from (H-J) for prosecution on the merits to which the 
claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally held to be allowable. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification of the species that is elected consonant with this 
requirement, and a listing of all claims readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is 
allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration of claims to additional species ^^ich are written in 
dependent form or otherwise include all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1. 141. If claims are added 
after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, applicant should sulnnit evidence or identify such 
evidence now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either 
instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a 
rejection under 35 U.S.C 103(a) of the otha* invention. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requiremmt to be complete must include an election of the invention to be examined even 
though the requirement be traversed (37 CFR 1.143). 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected invention, the inventorship must be amended in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(b) if one or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a request under 37 CFR 1 .48(b) and by the fee 
required under 37 CFR 1. 17(i). 

Since the submission appears to be a bona fide attempt to provide a complete reply to the prior Office action, ^plicant is given a 
shortened statutory period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS from the mailing date of this l^er, whichever is longer, to submit a 
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complete reply. This shortened statutory period supersedes the time period set in the prior Office action. This time pa*iod may be 
extended pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). If a notice of appeal and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) were filed prior to or with the 
payment of the fee set forfti in 37 CFR 1. 17(r), the payment of the fee set forfli in 37 CFR 1. 17(r) by applicant is construed as a 
request to dismiss the appeal and to continue prosecution under 37 CFR 1. 129(a). The appeal stands dismissed. 




Frank G. Font 
Supervisor; Patent Examiner 
Teclinology Center 2800 
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